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Aucker was discovered a day and a half
later by a neighbor and co-worker.
When they found him, he was in a coma
and every bone in his face and nose
were broken.

I believe that government’s first duty
is to defend its citizens, to defend them
against the harms that come out of
hate. The Local Law Enforcement En-
hancement Act of 2001 is now a symbol
that can become substance. I believe
that by passing this legislation, we can
change hearts and minds as well.

—_—

THE NEED FOR RURAL AIR
TRANSPORTATION

Mrs. LINCOLN. Madam President, I
rise today to express my deep concern
with the state of the airline industry in
the United States.

On Friday, September 21, Congress
passed the ‘‘Air Transportation Safety
and System Stabilization Act.” This
bill provided the commercial airline in-
dustry with $15 billion in emergency
aid and loans. The intention of the bill
was to ensure that our system of com-
mercial air transportation remained
viable nationwide, both in less popu-
lous rural areas and in larger metro-
politan areas.

When this bill came before the Sen-
ate, I had reservations about how effec-
tive it would be. I was not convinced
that it would do enough to help the
tens of thousands of workers who were
being laid off by the airline companies;
I was not convinced that it provided
adequate incentives to assist the air-
lines in correcting the management
problems that had forced them into a
corner to begin with; I was not con-
vinced that it would do enough to en-
courage passenger confidence in the
wake of the horrible hijackings of Sep-
tember 11; and I was not convinced
that we were taking adequate time to
consider the ramifications of the pack-
age. I expressed my reservations to sev-
eral of my colleagues, and I was as-
sured that we would deal with those
concerns soon after.

It would appear my reservations were
well-founded. One important provision
of the stabilization bill was that the
airlines would honor their service com-
mitments so that small communities
would not lose scheduled air service.
This week, United Airlines announced
that they are discontinuing service to
Little Rock, AR. The cutback at Little
Rock was one component of a sweeping
reduction in capacity which will reduce
United’s service from 2,300 daily flights
worldwide to 1,900 daily flights. Ac-
cording to the airline, the cutback is a
result of the reduced demand for travel
nationwide. Similar cuts were made in
Virginia, Washington, and Alabama.
The airline claims that service will re-
sume if demand for air travel picks up.

The day after the United announce-
ment, other airlines followed suit.
American Eagle, USAirways Express,
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Continental Express, TWA, Delta, and
Northwest all curtailed their service to
Arkansas as well. Most of these air-
lines only reduced their schedules, but
it is still enough to limit the options
for transportation in and out of Arkan-
sas. These cuts are a blow to the eco-
nomic well-being of rural States. How
can rural economies ever grow if we
don’t maintain transportation to those
States?

When the airline stabilization bill
came before the Senate, there were
several legitimate reasons for us to
support it. In the aftermath of the Sep-
tember 11 attacks, the federal govern-
ment had shut down the airlines for
nearly three days, dealing a serious
blow to their revenues. Furthermore,
once the planes were in the air again,
the airlines suffered a significant de-
cline in passengers. When we passed
the bill, we were looking to ease the
blow of the shutdown and subsequent
decline in ridership.

Now that I see how the commercial
airlines are going to treat small- and
mid-sized markets and rural States, it
is clear to me that we may have rushed
the airline stabilization package. Cer-
tainly, if I had known that the airlines
were simply going to take the money
and then announce they would no
longer serve my constituents, I might
have thought again about the vote I
cast in favor of that package.

I have contacted the Secretary of
Transportation to express my concerns
and ask for a full review of these sched-
uled service reductions. I hope that my
colleagues will join me in requesting
this review, to ensure that the Amer-
ican people are getting a fair return on
the investment they have made in the
airline industry.

Perhaps the great lesson of the air-
line stabilization package is that, if we
are going to enact policy to build and
strengthen our economy, we need to
have adequate discussion and debate to
ensure that the policies are effective,
constructive, and broad-based. In the
coming weeks and months, as we take
up other matters of economic policy,
funding for defense and national secu-
rity, and agricultural policy, let’s take
care to consider the ramifications and
the realities of what we’re dealing with
so that we can do what’s best for our
entire Nation.

———
DEFENSE NATIONAL STOCKPILE

Mr. CLELAND. Madam President, I
am pleased to join the Chairman and
our colleagues from the Senate Armed
Services Committee, Senator COLLINS,
and Senator HUTCHINSON, in a colloquy
on the forest products industry and the
release of materials from the Defense
National Stockpile that poses a poten-
tial threat to this industry.

The forest products industry is an
important industry for our Nation, and
for my own State of Georgia as well. It
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is important in the sense that it pro-
vides materials critical to our way of
life, and also because it employs a
large number of our fellow citizens. It
is an industry that reaches into a large
number of States. Any process under-
taken by a branch of our Federal Gov-
ernment that would harm the forest
products industry would, therefore, be
likely to draw the attention and the
immediate response of this Congress. I
certainly would seek to participate in
such a response, and to engender the
greatest possible support among my
colleagues.

We have been faced in recent weeks
with the prospect that the sale or other
release of sebacic acid, a lubricant and
plasticizer made by the forest product
industry, by the Defense National
Stockpile might result in the harmful
depression of the sebacic acid market
and thereby harm the forest products
industry. I have been following this
matter closely. My staff coordinated a
meeting between the officials respon-
sible for the Defense National Stock-
pile and representatives of the indus-
try, in the hopes that such a meeting
and negotiation would resolve any po-
tential problems associated with the
authority for Federal sebacic acid re-
lease. The officials responsible for the
stockpile assured me that the current
authorization for release of sebacic
acid was not excessive and that the re-
lease would be gauged so as not to have
a negative impact on the price of se-
bacic acid. These assurances were made
while acknowledging the release of an
additional 400,000 pounds of acid, which
I understand was needed this year in
order to make up for the mismanage-
ment of the contracting process for
last year’s stockpile release.

The forest products industry in Geor-
gia and, indeed, across the country is
highly concerned with this year’s pro-
posed release, and has requested that
Congress restrict the authorization to
release material from the stockpile.
Having received assurances from the
officials managing the stockpile re-
lease, along with their request that we
avoid legislation affecting the annual
authorization to release sebacic acid, I
am here today to serve notice that I
will closely follow the scope and effect
of any sebacic acid release over the
next year. If the release has a negative
effect on the market for sebacic acid, I
will vigorously pursue legislation in
the next authorization bill to curtail
future releases of sebacic acid.

Ms. COLLINS. I thank the Senator.
As does the Senator from Georgia, I
view this matter as one of national im-
portance, deriving from the policies of
the Department of Defense, which fall
within the oversight of our Committee.
I also share his concerns because, as
does he and many of our colleagues, I
have constituents who depend on the
forest products industry for their live-
lihood.
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